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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-7, and 9-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Applicant's admitted prior art in view of Laine (USPN 4304405) and Bialler et al. 
(USPN 6478299). 

Regarding claims 1 , 4 and 5, applicant admits within the background of the 
invention that the structure of the manipulation mechanisms are old and conventional 
(See Figures 7 and 8 and Background of the invention). Applicant does not admit to 
bearings having through holes mount in the insertion holes and the magnet seat being 
old and conventional. Laine discloses a rod 9 and a rotor 8 connected to bearings 
having through holes (See Column 2, lines 35 through 42). One having ordinary skill in 
the art would have found it obvious to incorporate bearings, as taught by Laine, in order 
to further facilitate rotation wherein friction is reduced. Bialler et al. disclose a doll 
having a magnetic seat and a rotor having a magnetic seat (See Summary of the 
invention). One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to 
incorporate magnetic seat, as taught by Bialler et al. in order to have the doll mimic 
realistic scenarios. 

Regarding claim 2, Applicant admits that the connecting rack is is mounted in the 
platform. 

Regarding claim 3, Applicant admits that it is old and conventional to have a 
connecting rack in a substantially inverted U-shape. 

Regarding claim 6, Applicant admits that is it is old and conventional to have the 
operation rod having an distal end protruding outward from the through hole of the 
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connecting rack and an O-ring mounted on the distal end of the operation rod rested on 
the second side wall of the connecting rack (See Figure 8). 

Regarding claim 7, Applicant admits that it is old and conventional to have the 
distal end of the operation rod having an outer periphery formed with a positioning hole, 
and the O-ring having an inner wall formed with a positioning stub inserted into the 
positioning hole of the operation rod, so that the O-ring is secured on the distal end of 
the operation rod. 

Regarding claim 9, Applicant admits that it is old and conventional to have the 
operational rod with an outer wall formed with an annular catch flange for locking the 
first bevel gear. 

Regarding claims 10 and 11, Applicant admits that it is old and conventional to 
have a first and second bevel gear located on the connecting rack. 

Regarding claim 12, Applicant admits that it is old and conventional to have the 
lower end of the rotor having a periphery formed with an annular catch flange for 1 0 
locking the second bevel gear. 

Regarding claims 13 and 15, Bialler et al. discloses the doll and the rotor having 
magnets in which allow the doll to rotate on the platform. For what can be drawn from 
Bialler et al. there is not limit to how many magnets with different magnetic poles that 
may be used within the doll and the rotor. Therefore, one having ordinary skill in the art 
would have found it obvious to use any number of magnets within the doll and rotor, as 
taught by Bialler et al., in order to facilitate rotation of the doll. 
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Regarding claims 14 and 16, Bialler etal. also discloses the rotation of the 
magnetic seat without the use of rollers in which the magnetic seat does not touch the 
bottom or top surface of the platform. From the above, one having ordinary skill in the 
art would have sought that rollers are not essential in order for the invention of the 
applicant's to be attained. Rollers claimed by the applicant only space the magnetic seat 
from the bottom and top of the platform. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 8 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alvin A. Hunter whose telephone number is 703-306- 
5693. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 7:30AM 
to 4:00PM Eastern Time. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gregory Vidovich, can be reached on 703-308-1513. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 



Application/Control Number: 10/666,985 



Page 5 



Art Unit: 3711 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Alvin A. Hunter, Jr. 




